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The Science Court: A Bibliography
Jon R. Cavicchi*
This list of English language references is presented in two parts.
Part one focuses specifically on the "Science Court" as proposed by
Professor Arthur Kantrowitz in the mid-sixties. It should serve those
interested in gaining a thorough understanding of the origin and
development of the proposal. Part two includes references that mention
the "Science Court" incidentally. It presents a comprehensive collection
of articles that casually mention the proposal in assorted contexts and
should enable an etymological view of the term "science court" as it
evolved (or devolved) over the past two decades.
Lexis/Nexis, WESTLAW, Dialog on WESTLAW and EPIC on-line
services provided the initial pool of references. When possible, the full
text of articles was reviewed for further citations. The Dialog database
SCISEARCH was invaluable; it includes an international,
multidisciplinary index to several thousand major journals. This allowed
subject access to articles not contained in legal databases and to articles
written before the coverage of full text and bibliographic legal databases
(generally, before 1980). Few books were found, but those located
through EPIC are included.1
References Primarily Focused on the Science Court
Abrams, N.E. & Berry, R.S., Mediation - Better Alternative to
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Banks, R.S., The Science Court Proposal in Retrospect - A
Literature Review and Case Study, 10 CRC CRITICAL REVIEWS IN
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Mr. Cavicchi is a Reference Librarian and Research and Writing Instructor at
Franklin Pierce Law Center, where he received his J.D. He also has a B.A.(International Politics) from Stonehill College.
1 The compiler did not attempt to include books that may include relevant
chapters. Finally, the compiler did not navigate the shoals of the INTERNET.
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